employer the weaker they are, because he can hold out so much longer than they without starving. This fact may, at one time, have escaped notice; the exhilaration that numbers inspire may have once blinded the leaders, and caused them to fail to detect real weakness below the superficial appearance of strength. Once, a dozen times, these leaders may have builded upon numbers, and been pardonable. But in this year of grace, with all the experience back of them of scores on scores of instances that went to prove their theory false, with strikes and Unions smashed just because the men outnumbered the employers, again bob up serenely with the same battered and exploded theory, and again launch an economic or trade organization with numbers as its sole "element of strength," is to betray either a density that disqualifies a man from leadership, or a treasonable purpose that entitles such leaders to be kicked out at the double quick.
But this is not the worst of it! The tremendous figure, by which the Working Class outnumbers the Capitalist Class, is not necessarily an element of weakness; it may be an element of strength, of overpowering strength. It is an element of weakness on the economic field: one hundred labor stomachs to feed require one hundred times as much food as one capitalist stomach. But numbers ARE an element of strength on the political field: one hundred Labor votes will snow under one capitalist vote. Accordingly, to insist upon the excess of numbers where such excess is a source of weakness (the economic field), and to neglect to wield the excess of numbers where such excess is a source of power (the political field), is an act either of stupidity or of treason on the part of a labor leader in the year 1901. And that is just what the getters-up of the Elm Lodge circular have been guilty of.
"No politics in Unions!" cry these gentry. In other words these labor leaders of Pure and Simpledom urge their rank and file to throw away the club (their classconscious political ballots), with which they can knock down their fleecers, and they urge their rank and file to take up the club (their empty pockets and stomachs multiplied by their excess of numbers) that generally turns into a boomerang with which the workers are themselves knocked down! Do the O'Connells, the Gomperses, etc., persist in this blunder out of pure ignorance? Do they persist in it out of well-paid treason to the rank and file, whom they have thus regularly led to slaughter?
It matters not which theory is the correct one to the Winchester Repeating Arms Company, or any other capitalist concern. The result is the same. Seeing the
